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JOE THE GRINDER IS LOOSE AGAIN 


In prison mythology, Joe the Grinder is the character 
who steals a man’s girl or wife while he’s languishing 
behind bars. While this proves literally true in few C.O. 
cases, worry about wife or children outside is probably 
the hardest feature of imprisonment for married men. 

Under the present draft, with its limtted age range, 
the problem pe’ dependency is not expected to assume 
the proportions of World War II conditions. However one 
married man is already serving a sentence, and others, 
including several with small children, are heading that 
way. 

There is increasing determination that the hardship 
and loss of pride involved in the totally inadequate de- 
pendency arrangements made during World War II for 
pacifists shall not be repeated. To this end, at least 
one group, the Yellow Springs (Ohio) Peacemakers, have 


evolved a mutual security plan. 
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Mutual Security 


All members of the Yellow Springs participating group 
set an upper limit, not to exceed one day’s income, 
which he agrees to assume each week as a maximum 
guarantee. One day’s income is suggested as a standard 
because this will make participation not just another 
charity but a substantial and vital part of one’s pattern 
of living. 

Each member will be assessed 10% of this upper 
for an emergency contingency fund. 
members of the group are 


limit 
In the event that 
jailed, their dependents will 
receive weekly allowances on the basis of individual 
need, with $12 a week for adults and $8 for children as 
a suggested standard. This is accepted in good faith, 
with no sense of charityor any responsit bility for repay- 
ment. 

To pay the allowances to dependents, members of the 
group not in jail (often because of mere accident of age 
or sex) will be assessed whatever proportion of their 
maximum guarantee is necessary to pay the necessary 
allowances. 

The Yellow Springers also view their group as pro- 
viding the equally necessary moral support which all 
need; and they will act as a clearing house for co- 
operative housing among dependents. 

This plan could be adopted in many other areas where 
there are groups of concerned persons, and further de- 
tails can - obtained from Mrs. Ava Champney, 912 
Livermore St., Yellow Springs, Ohio. 


RELEASE CAUSES CONFUSION 


The inaccuracy of a recent press service release in- 
dicating that all conscientious objectors will be inducted 
into the weit 3 given basic training, and then assigned to 
unarmed units, has caused wide confusion. The infor- 
mation weliea only to those C.O.’s who are willing to 
accept non-combatant service in the army, and who are 
inducted under classification I-AQ. C.O’s opposed to all 
military service can apply for classification IV-E, which 
gives them a deferment. 


KANSAS DOCTOR INDICTED 
The Federal Grand Jury at Wichita, Kansas, 
dicted Dr. Wirt A. Warren, practising doctor, for 
ling his stepson 
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12 INDICTED IN PUERTO RICO 


Charged with violation of the Selective Service Act 
on two counts, three Puerto Ricans and nine continental 
Americans, including five women, are being held for 
trial in Federal District Court in San Juan, Puerto Rico. 
All have pleaded not guilty. 

Present charges arose out of the decision of a group 
of members of the Fellowship of Reconciliation and 
other interested pacifists to picket registration for the 
new draft law. Following a series of meetings, at which 
picket signs and posters were made, five of the group 
picketed with signs reading (in Spanish) **Do Not Regis- 
ter.’’ Two others picketed with signs which did not ad- 
vocate non-registration. 

In deciding to prosecute this case, however, the 
government did not restrict itself to these five, but in- 
dicted all who had anything to do with making the signs 
or who attended the meetings at which these plans were 
discussed, charging both with conspiring to counsel non- 
registration, and with the actual counselling itself. 


Hundreds of Quakers Liable 


Chief significance of this case, first of its kind in 
draft history, is that the government’s definition of a con- 
spiracy, if applied to the continent, could result in 
similar prosecution of hundreds or thousands of pacifists. 
All those Friends, for example, who attended the Earl- 
ham conference last summer which * ‘warmly endorsed”’ 
civil disobedience, all the Friends Meetings which have 
endorsed that statement, and particularly the Pasadena 
(Calif.) Orange Cave Meeting, could, on the basis of 
the Puerto Rican case, be charged with conspiracy and 
made liable to five years imprisonment. 

Prosecution of the case is opposed on political 
renee by Puerto Kican Teaders, and ettorts are being 
made in San Juan and in Washington to have it dropped. 
If it does come to trial, it will be carried on appealas a 
test case, on the basis that the prosecution violates 
freedom of speech and religion. 


Cites Bill of Rights 


One of the defendents, 24 year old Frances Walker, 
Michigan Methodist currently teaching school Puerto 
Rico, who was one of those who picketed with ‘*Do Not 
Register’’ signs, explained her action in this way: 

*‘Military service teaches men ‘how to kill 

through the power of aia devices and tactics. 
For me there is a Supreme Law which says ‘Thou 
Shalt not Kill.’ If the government can use propa- 
paganda urging young mento enlist now, etc., then 
why cannot I make public my convictions against 
the registration law? I believe in the exercise of 
the provisions of the Bill of Rights which endows 
citizens with freedom of a speech,. and, 
most important of all, freedom of religion. I be- 
lieve that in my thinking, in attending meetings, 
and in my actual picketing, I was merely exercis- 
ing these rights.’’ 

Initiators and chief promoters of the picketing 
Robert Pope, architect, and his wife, Lillian, active 
FOR members. Other defendents besides the Popes and 
Miss Walker who picketed advocating non- 
are Harland Gibson, hospital executive, 
Marrero, minister and 


asse bly, 


were 


registration 
and Domin; oO 
Methodist Seminary “ac er. 
Also involved in the picketing were Geraldine C lark, 
and Ilo Stewart, school teachers, and Elmer’ lesan, 
Lutheran minister. Those indicted who did not participate 


in the picketing at all are Harold Lasky and his wife, 





HEAR YE! HEAR YE! 
CONSCIENTIOUS OBJECTORS IN FEDERAL COURTS 


The conflict of conscience and law in today’s federal 
courts gives a graphic picture of the struggle for freedom 
of religion in a democracy. In this and subsequent is- 
sues, we will summarize some of these court cases. The 
smmaries are greatly abridged, but preserve the original 
wording and meaning of the participants. 
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U. S. v. WALTER J. COPPOCK, Jr., U. S. District 
Court, Los Angeles, Calif., Dec. 13, 1948, Judge 
Pierson M. Hall. Coppock was one of four southern 
Southern California students, all of whom pled guilty 
and all of whom were given the same sentence of the 
same day. 

Defendant: In doing this I feel several concerns. One 
‘of them is that my position be taken with good faith. 
I feel I am objecting to the law... 

The Court: Yes, I am accepting the proposition that 
you, and each of the others, are taking your position 
in good faith. Good faith in this case means a de- 
liberate intention to violate the law. 

Defendant: To violate a very specific lav. 

The Court: It is the law. Nobody intends to violate all 
the laws. That would be quite impossible. 

Defendant: The point is that there is a particular point 
at which an individual who has principles, a religious 
individual, there is a point at which he can and has 
to draw a line in a situation like this.I served during 
the last war as a conscientious objector. I tried to 
carry out my duties and obligations as best I could. 
There are some things which we can’t carry out, some 
things which our principles and consciences will not 
let us carry out. The line has to be drawn. It is drawn 
at this point of non-registration with me. 

The Court: The defendent’s statement has epitomized 
it, that he has reached a point where he has to draw 
the line somewhere. He has now reached a point 
where society must drawthe line'somewhere. I realize 
that they do not believe in the application of force, 
but it seems to me that when they themselves take 
the law into their own hands that there is their first 
application of force against society. 


Rule of Force 


If this young man and other young men can decide 
which law they can abide by because of their religious 
beliefs or otherwise, then you have no society, then 
everybody must live by force, because fundamentally 
this is a government of laws and not of men. And if he 
can decide that with relation to this law, and disobey 
it, then there is no reason why the other people who had 
to submit themselves to other laws cannottake the same 
position with relation to that law, and every other law, 





12 MEN INDICTED IN PUERTO RICO 
Continued from page 2 


Shirley, Rafael Navarro, dentist, and Manuel Negron, 
high school librarian. All except Negron are pacifists. 


Gara Indicted in Ohio 


Another indictment charging that Larry Gara, Bluffton, 
Ohio, teacher, has counselled non-registration was re- 
turned by the Grand Jury in Toledo on January 5. Gara’s 
trial is presently scheduled for January 20. 


and in that event we have nothing but a melee, a mob, 
and a rule of force and of strength. 

(Here the judge cited the Russian menace and Ist 
Peter 2:13 ff, ‘‘submit yourselves to every ordinance of 
man for the Lord’s sake,”’ etc.) 

I can come to no other conclusion than that your vio- 
lation is deliberate, And . having the law reposed in my 
hand, must also be just and deliberate. It 1s now the 
judgement and sentence of the court that you be com- 
mitted to the custody of the Attorney General for three 


ears. 
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U. S. v. RALPH COOK, U. S. District Court, Port- 
land, Me., Sept. 28, 1948, Judge John D. Clifford, Jr. 
Cook, a 19 year old Quaker pre-ministerial student, was 
the first conscientious objector sentenced under the 1948 
act. 

District Attorney: I don’t believe for a minute that there 
is any effort to avoid military service, or anything of 
that kind. I think also that it is based upon religious 
convictions and not upon any vague humanism. I 
think that he is a sincere conscientious objector, 
and that had he gone through the usual channels, I 
have no doubt but that he would be so classified by 
his local board. 

Defendant: I do this because I feel that this Act, com- 
ing as it does in this time of peace, is an act of ag- 
gression against the rest of the world, and thatin so 
far as citizens of the country support it, they are 
supporting an act of aggression against the world. 
As a follower of Jesus Christ, I am constrained to 
lead my life in the spirit of love, in which Helived 
it, and which He commanded to His followers. 

(Cook here cited the pacifism of early Christianity, and 

the non-violent examples of Pennsylvania Quakers with 

the Indians, of Quakers with slavery, 1 of Gandhi’s 


ana 
success in freeing India and his reconciliation of Hindu 
and Moslem). 


An Easy Deferment 


In doing this action as I have done, I am protesting 
not only against my own participation in warfare and in 
killing my fellow men, but I am also protesting ayainst 
aryone’s participation in warfare and in killing men. 

I do not wish to make a contract withthe Government 
which would say, in effect, that it is all right for the 
other fellow but it isn’t all right for me. I do not feel I 
have any right to accept an easy deferment. Furthermore, 
when there are those who have been awakened to the 
dangers of war, but whose ideas of God perhaps do not 
fit the definitions of the law, or who don’t know God, | 
welcome them. I do not feel that I have the right to ac- 
cept an easy deferment when these men do not. 


Consent to Conscription 


Registration is an important and integra! part of the 
law. Therefore I feel that I should not give my consent 
in that way, to the conscription of men for the purpose 
of fighting a war. I am trying to express my ideals, and 
at this point that endeavor has been brought me in op- 
position to the law of the United States. I regret that it 
has, but I feel that this is God's will, 
firm in it. 

Attorney (appointed by the represent Cook): 

I, myself, of course, do not subscribe to any of 

views which have been expressed by the 


and [ must stand 
Court to 
the 


respondent, 








